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Indo-China: Behind the hugger-mugger of Nixon’s words and Dulles’ travels, Washington in the last 
forty-eight hours has been going through a storm of fear and speculation besides which even the McCarthy 
affair seems like a squall in a teacup. 

Washington — and, it is presumed, the country as well — isn’t afraid of war as such. There is no 
pacifism in Congress — not even among the New Deal Democrats who now grow eloquent (with a smirk 
at the GOP discomfiture about “war mongering”). The Congress and people, observers believe, would 
actually welcome a war with Soviet Russia if they thought we could fight it directly and get it over with. 
What Washington and the constituents it represents fear is “another Korea,” this time in the jungles of 
Indo-China. (“Why couldn’t the State Department have chosen a temperate zone for a change?”, is one 
current wisecrack. ) 


For Washington includes a large body of military men who are muzzled publicly, but they patriotic- 
ally like to talk to such as HUMAN EVENTS and members of Congress. They say that Dulles, aided by 
Nixon, is headed for a fruitless quagmire. Unless France unexpectedly grants Indo-China independence 
and a strong native anti-Communist movement can be formed, dispatch of American troops into that area 
would be useless. 


These observers ridicule Ike’s recent speech in which he compared the Southeastern Asian situation 
to a row of dominoes. Ike claimed that if the Indo-China domino fell it would bring down the other 
dominoes. No doubt. But what old intelligence hands here remark is that shoring up that one domino 
won't prevent the others from falling flat. They point out that the others — Burma, India and Indonesia 
—are none too reliable as it is. Burma has practically gone over to the Communists now; India is 
virtually a Soviet satellite; the latest Indonesian government is classed as pro-Soviet, and contentedly 
lets war materials go to Red China. How long Malaya and Thailand can hold out is a matter of much 
conjecture. 

Under no circumstances, say these military, should the U.S. send ground forces into Indo-China. 
Should ideal political conditions arise — that is, emergence of a free, fighting Indo-China — then all 
help could be feasibly given in accord with our now official “air-sea” strategy. But another Korea would 
not be worth it, even if all Southern Asia went to the Kremlin. Rubber and tin? We got along on our 
own synthetic rubber for five years; there’s a stockpile of tin for many years on hand. Fall of Southern 
Asia would not be healthy; but on balance we would be better off if we avoided another Korea. 

Note Sen. Jenner’s impassioned speech in the Senate, April 20, calling on the release of Free Asia 
forces to save Indo-China and denouncing the “Acheson Fifth Column” in the State Department. 


Housing Scandal: Behind the uproar over the revelations about astronomic profits in Government guar- 
anteed housing, there’s a so far unreported angle (apart from the general question — seldom voiced — 
why any housing at all should be guaranteed). The story we hear from various reliable sources concerns 
bureaucratic ambition, pure and simple. 


A plan for reorganization of the Federal Housing Administration, it seems, has been brewing for 
some time and has had the enthusiastic support of Mr. Albert Cole, Administrator of the Housing and 
Home Finance Agency. Mr. Guy T. O. Hollyday, Commissioner of FHA, opposed it claiming that it 
would destroy the independence of his department which handles the insurance of mortgages. Bureau- 
cratic Jealousy? Maybe. Mr. Hollyday hasn’t yet cleared himself of charges that he remained in office a 
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year without doing much to end the scandal of the huge profits: reaped lilders ‘at the expense of the 
taxpayer. Anyway, he had a point when he argued that’ the insurance’ business should be run, not 
as a political instrument, but on sound financial principles. — <a a 

Mr. Cole, no shrinking violet himself, brought the controversy to the attention of Sherman Adams, 
Presidential Assistant and the leader of the GOP New Dealers who think they know a thing or two about 
creating and maintaining a bureaucracy of their own. Adams got Ike to put his signature to an order for 
the unceremonious ousting of Mr. Hollyday (as lushly reported in the press). And he thereby strength. 
ened Cole’s position as the looming czar of Federal Housing. Cole, it is said, would like to emulate 


Democratic New Dealer Wilson Wyatt who held court over Housing himself sub regno Trumani. Time 
for a change? 












McCarthy: The Progressive, a left-wing publication has devoted a whole issue to Senator McCarthy 
and put a fancy price on it of seventy-five cents a copy on newsstands. It ballyhoos the efforts of the “Wis. 
consin Citizen’s Committee” which during 1952 when McCarthy was running for re-electien claims to 
have found out the truth about the stormy Wisconsin petrel. A careful reading of the Progressive 
reveals that the material submitted is old hat. The important question, however, is who is behind the 
Progressive in financing this expensive issue. On April 9, Fulton Lewis said over the air that the social- 
istic Americans for Democratic Action (ADA) was helping the printing and distribution of the brochure 
by cash and other financial assistance. 

The report of the Wisconsin Citizens’ Committee which the Progressive says it has brought up to 
date is obviously distorted, but the ADA as the financial angel for propagating such obvious smear 
tactics against McCarthy brands the whole enterprise a deep pink indeed. In the May issue of the Ameri- 
can Mercury, John T. Flynn labels the ADA as the socialist Politburo — the planning body of the 
socialist movement in the United States. The ADA has called loudly and long for recognition of Red China 
and its admission to UN. It has demanded abolition of the House Un-American Activities Committee, 
and has made severe attacks on J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI. It has parroted the Commie line that the 
Bill of Rights is being destroyed by Congressional committees which ferret out Reds and, like the Daily 
W orker, it has been unsparing in its abuse of Senator McCarthy. 

The astonishing thing is that reputable anti-Communists are actually recommending that the Progress- 
ive’s issue on McCarthy be read to get the other side of the McCarthy controversy. We believe there are 
two tests to be applied to any critical report on McCarthy which claims to be objective and fair. (1) 
Does it admit the tremendous services of the Senator in arousing the people to the issue of Red infiltra- 
tion of the nation, and give him credit for exposing and driving out of government so many agents or 
stooges of the Kremlin? Back in 1950 the Communists enjoyed comparative safety in their entrenched 
position. Truman had virtually silenced the House Un-American Activities Committee and the FBI was 
under wraps. At this critical point, it was McCarthy who launched his assault, put the Communist issue 
on page one of the papers, and began his drive to expose the concealed Reds or their sympathizers. Of 
the nine persons named by McCarthy before the Tydings (“whitewash”) Committee seven have been 
driven out of the Government, one faces a four count perjury indictment (Lattimore) and the other (John 
Paton Davies) has been recommended by a Senate Committee to the Department of Justice for a perjury 
indictment. (2) Does it admit the existence of a dangerous Red conspiracy in the U.S.? In the Pro- 
gressive’s report on McCarthy no credit whatsoever is given the man and there is no admission that Red 
infiltration is a menace. Instead, it prattles about improving social conditions as the big buffer to world 
Communism which is exactly the ADA technique for spreading socialism. 




























Labor Law: The Administration’s proposals to amend the Taft-Hartley Law are having rough sledding 
on Capitol Hill. We are told that the Administration has insisted on meddling so much with the opera- 
tions of the Labor Committees of both the Senate and House that, on the House side at least, there looms 
much sentiment for not doing anything at all this session about Taft-Hartley amendments. 

But out of the bickerings an almost unbelievable story of White House politics is emerging. During 
the campaign of 1952 the big labor bosses were practically unanimous in their opposition to Eisenhower 
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~and pulled all'the strings ‘at their commandto drive the’ labor Vote irito' the Stevenson ‘camp. * ‘But there 
were some big labor bosses who individually came out for, ot were friendly to Ike and the story is that 
Ike has not forgotten them in his program to amend the Taft-Hartley Law. The few big labor, bosses who 
spoke out for Eisenhower were in the building trades, the maritime unions and the amusement industry. 
Our sources report that Petrillo, boss of the musicians, was probably friendly and cooperative with Ike 
and Earl Warren. 

Our sources say that accordingly the Administration has demanded that existing restrictions of Taft- 
Hartley on the secondary boycott be relaxed with respect to the building trades, maritime unions and the 
amusement industry. The secondary boycott was a powerful weapon under the Wagner Act for the labor 
bosses to coerce employers and it was for that reason that the late Senator Taft insisted that it be outlawed 
as an unfair labor practice. Secondary boycotts multiply the number of unions an eee ss has to fight 
and, where allowed, practically assure his capitulation. 

In the Senate bill as now reported the restrictions of Taft-Hartley on secondary boycotts are relaxed 
for the construction and maritime unions. On the House side the Labor Committee has so far relaxed 
them for the construction unions — but under reported severe prodding from the White House — is pre- 
paring to relax them for maritime and amusement unions. 

The building trades have long been noted for graft and racketeering; the maritime unions have had 
the public holding its nose for months; and amusement unions have likewise a long and ruthless record 
of predatory activities. Petrillo’s union is one of the most despotic “to hell with the public” unions on 
record. In brief, observers say, it would be hard to find three worse fields of unionism — and to relax 
restrictions on the secondary boycott in them is nothing less than a tragic betrayal of the public interest. 


Not Merely Gossip: One wry witticism made by former President Herbert Hoover in his speech (April 
24) to the American Society of Newspaper Editors evoked much amusement among the scribes. Mr. 
Hoover, speaking of the “handout” pressure groups which have helped to scuttle economy and create 
unbalanced budgets, remarked that there are other counter-pressure groups which seek to reduce Govern- 
ment expenditures. “There are,” said Hoover, “only two of these organizations in addition to Senator 
Byrd.” It is well-known here that the former President holds the Virginia Democratic Senator in affec- 
tionate and high esteem and the editors liked the notion that Byrd virtually constitutes a “pressure group” 
for economy all by himself. It is rumored that the two organizations to which Hoover referred were The 
Tax Foundation and The National Committee on the Hoover Report. 

@ Dulles suffers the handicap of trying to shape policy while his own office is filled with Acheson 
holdovers. An example is cited by those in the know in the State Department who have often warned 
Dulles to clean out his own entourage. The example involves Dulles’ speech to the Latin-American 
gathering at Caracas a month ago. A speech for Dulles was drafted and the man chosen for the job was 
none other than George Kennan, who started the “containment” policy favored by Acheson. Kennan has 
been doing various jobs for the Department since his resignation as a high official a year ago. Our 
sources say that the speech fell short of being an all-out anti-Communist speech and Dulles had to alter it 
for the stronger before he delivered it in Caracas. It is understood now that Kennan will not be invited to 
perform such a task again. (This situation helps to explain the Indo-China policy of Dulles: Acheson 
prefers small wars like Korea and Indo-China, not “mass retaliation.” ) 


Tears For The Forgotten: The most affecting story of the week, as we see it, was the gathering of the 
newly formed “Kin of America’s Forgotten Men,” an organization which gathered together in New York 
seventy-two women who have sons or husbands “missing in Korea.” They appeared — futile gesture — 
before the offices of top UN officials in New York to plead that the UN force the Communists to release their 
loved ones. The UN officials, of course, refused to see them. Then they appealed to President Eisenhower 
to spearhead a bid to demand return of the GIs before any UN nations confer with the Reds, who hold 
their kin captive, in Geneva. In Washington, the failure of the Administration to force return of some 800 
Americans still in the hands of Red China amounts to a scandal. Americans here remain silent with 
shame when foreigners express amazement that. this step has not been taken. 








they are enthusiastic listeners every Sunday to John T. 
Flynn, author of The Roosevelt Myth, The Road Ahead 
and The Lattimore Story. Other subscribers, aware that 
he broadcasts, inquire as to what stations carry his 
program. Flynn’s talks are sponsored by America’s 
Future, Inc., a non-profit educational foundation (Robert 
Lund, President and a board of trustees including Lamar 
Fleming, Jr., Mrs. Amos Pinchot, General Robert E. 
Wood, etc.). The program is broadcast by the Mutual 
Broadcasting System and affiliated stations in 28 states. 
In New York, Mr. Flynn is heard on WOR at 12:00 noon 
Sundays; in Chicago on WGN at 5:45 PM., Sundays. 
Inquiries to Mr. Randolph K. Scott, Executive Director, 
America’s Future, Inc., 210 W. 43d St., New York 17, 
N. Y., will bring information as to other stations carrying 
the Flynn program. 


Americans Under Foreign Command: President 
Eisenhower’s statement promising our European “Allies” 
that the U.S. would maintain forces indefinitely in 
Europe has aroused some popular resentment. But it 
may run into even stronger opposition from the people 
when they understand the implication of another promise 
made in the same statement. The able Foreign Editor of 
the Washington Star, Constantine Brown, noted on April 
17, that Ike will encourage “the closest possible integra- 
tion” between EDC forces on the one hand and the U.S. 
and NATO forces on the other. 


The EDC (European Defense Community) is the 
projected European army which Germany, the Nether- 
lands and Belgium have ratified. France and Italy have 
not yet given parliamentary okay to it. It is planned as 
an international army, amalgamated as Brown explains 
“into one single force and drawing the same pay.” 
NATO forces are under U.S. command, but under EDC, 
as Brown points out, “a German unit may have a French 
or Italian general at its head and a Netherlands unit 
may have a Belgian commander.” 


Hence, this promise Brown remarks “has caused 
eyebrows to be raised in Congress” and “the question 
which causes such uneasiness among Republicans and 
Democrats now is whether the Commander-in-Chief has 
the right to order an ‘integration’ of the American forces 
with those of the prospective EDC without Congressional 
approval.” 


Brown does not go into all the implications. But here 
in Washington, it is obvious that a measure to put Ameri- 
can boys under, say, an Italian commander would 
scarcely inspire popular enthusiasm. It would represent 
another attempt to submerge our national rights and 
sovereignty under not only an international organization 
but also under direct command of another national. 
Members of Congress already have their hands full 
answering protests from constituents about the Status of 
Forces Treaty. As a result of this measure, American 
boys abroad have been put in French jails after trial by 





Radio Front: Many of our subscribers write.us saying . _ Book Front:.The Final Secret of Pearl Harbor by Rear § 


Admiral Robert A. Theobald, U.S.N., Rtd. New York: 
Devin-Adair Co. $3.50. Reviewed by Frank Chodoroy, 


Ever so often some investigator comes up with a bit 
of truth that blemishes the shining armor in which the 
myth of Franklin D. Roosevelt is encased. To be sure, 
the idolators of the four-time President apply their “spit 
and polish” to the affected part. of the coat of mail; that 
is, they write a book proving that the researcher is a liar 
or, at least, a reactionary. But, nothing they can do can 
restore any glitter to the spot that has gone rusty from 
exposure: the spot that might be called “Mr. Roosevelt’s 
Infamy of Pearl Harbor.” 





























Morgenstern, Flynn, Sanborn, Tansill have proven 
beyond all doubt that the incident of December 7, 1941 
—which cost us over 3,000 lives, to say nothing of a 
fleet — can be traced to at least stupidity in the White 
House. The documents they unearthed point directly to 
the fact that Roosevelt, who was committed to the involve- 
ment of this country in war, was anxious for some such 
incident, for without it Congress could not have been 
induced to declare war; the country was too peace- 
minded. He kept prodding, insulting and humiliating 
the Japanese to the point where national hara-kiri was 
the only course left to them. 



























































However, while some of these historians intimated that 
although Mr. Roosevelt knew the Japanese were planning 
an attack, he was probably not aware of the chosen target. 
It remained for an admiral of the Navy, one trained in 
interpreting the jargon of coded military messages, to 
remove doubt on this point. In his book, The Final 
Secret of Pearl Harbor, Admiral Theobald makes clear 
that General Marshall and Admiral Stark, the highest 
ranking officers in the service, also knew that Pearl 
Harbor would be attacked, and charges that in denying 
such knowledge at the rigged-up Congressional hearings, 
they were simply protecting their Commander-in-Chief. 
The two officers at Pearl Harbor, Admiral Kimmel and 
General Short, were denied all knowledge of the immi- 
nence of the attack, so that they could be made to 
shoulder the blame of Mr. Roosevelt’s infamous plan. 















This last exposure of the Pearl Harbor plot consists 

mainly of a cold analysis of official dispatches. There 
is no attempt at literary brilliance. That makes the 
story all the more frightening. The conclusion that 
springs to the reader’s mind when he closes the book is 
this: “Can it be that the President of the United States, 
for reasons of state, actually sealed the doom of 3,000 
American boys?” Technically, that would not constitute 
murder. But, morally? 
French courts, for long sentences. (Constantine Brown’s 
column appears daily in the Washington Star and is 
widely syndicated throughout the newspapers of the 
country by Columbia Features, 36 West 44th St., New 
York, N. Y.) 
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LET’S REVIEW A TEXTBOOK 
By E. MERRILL ROOT 


i hey COMMUNISTS’ invasion of our education would be a meager thread, soon “‘liquid- 
ated” (to use their own favorite cliché) were it not for the curious, consistent aid 
that they receive gratis from the non-Communist “intellectuals.” Do these “intellectuals” 
know what they do as they blithely do it, or are they mere somnambulists of the mind, 
blindly acting from that mass-hypnosis which conditions most of the contemporary world 
toward the superstition called “collectivism?” 

My own explanation of “the neurosis of the intellectuals” (the fine phrase is Whit- 
taker Chambers’), is that theirs is always a /overs’ quarrel with the Communists — because, 
though the means they choose are accidentally different, the ends they seek are essentially 
the same. Both seek by different means — one by voice and votes, one by guile and guns 
— the single end of the omnipotent state. The “intellectuals” need to understand that just 
as the wrong means will destroy the best ends, so the wrong ends will vitiate the best means. 
Because of their adherence to the same essential ends as the Communists, the collectivist 
“intellectuals,” though not Communists, are logically forced to apologize for the Commu- 
nists and, with suave denials, to do their work. 

The collectivist “intellectuals” thus remind me of the unfortunate soldiers the Soviets 
in the last war used to send out across a dangerous mine field — theirs not to reason why, 
theirs but to do and die — to clear a path with their own exploded bodies. The. “intellec- 
tuals,” in every country that the Communists have taken over, have paid with their very 
lives for making that conquest possible; yet they press forward in happy suicide squads! 

Let me review an outstanding textbook in history, to prove how the non-Communist 
“intellectuals’”’ explode the mine fields, and by so doing intellectually explode themselves. 
Such a review will clearly reveal that they write with so pervasive a compulsion toward 
the “liberal” collectivist line that history is distorted into perversion and error. The result 


is not subversion — it is worse. It turns history itself into a lie. 


A A TEXTBOOK for secondary schools, World History, by Boak, Slosson and Anderson, 
occupies a distinguished position. It is published by Houghton Mifflin and Company, 
with edition dates of 1942 and 1947, and has not been revised since. Arthur E. R. Boak 
and Preston Slosson are (or were) professors of Ancient and Modern History, respec- 
tively, at the University of Michigan; Howard R. Anderson is (or was) Specialist in Social 
Sciences in the United States Office of Education. The editor of the volume was Dr. Wil- 
liam L. Langer, Professor of History at Harvard University. 
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Thus we have a distinguished, influential, characteristic bevy of ‘intellectuals’ of 





the contemporary fashion, and the book they write may be fairly adduced a§,representa- § poses 
tive, highly influential; it is well written. Yet it is consistently slanted, perhaps because 
of the unconscious prejudice of the “liberal,” to produce in young minds an acceptance of } 
the superstition and mass-hypnosis of the collectivist line. T, 
On page 500 there is a picture of Leon Trotsky (Figure 358). It is captioned thus: me 
“Leon Trotsky (1879-1940) was second only to Lenin in the early days of the Soviet anne 
Republic. After Lenin’s death, he was accused of treason and fled first to Paris and then ™ 
to Mexico where he died.” {Italics mine.} This is factually true and spiritually false. - 
Suppose that in writing the history of Lincoln’s Administration, I wrote: ‘‘After the con- ins 
clusion of the Civil War, Lincoln went to Washington where he died.” What sense iad 
of history would such a true lie give? It is equally a part of contemporary history to know 
how and why Trotsky died — to know that he was hunted down by an agent of inter- 526 
national Communism and, in a peculiarly brutal manner, murdered. Young minds can- trial 
not reach a realistic sense of the forces of history today if such a sinister fact is deliberately — 45 ¥ 


slurred and suavely evaded. 





On pages 526 and 527 there are two pictures (Figure 374, Figure 375.) They are 
obviously set in purposeful juxtaposition to point a moral and adorn a tale. Figure 374 is 
purportedly the picture of a Soviet schoolroom; a highly glorified pedagogue, under a sort 
of Hans Christian Anderson light, is pointing toward a globe before a roomful of enrap- 
tured chubby children. The caption is: ‘In a Russian school pupils are learning 
geography. Notice the number of globes the class has and the evident interest they take in 
















their work.” This is a silly sentimentalizing of the best aspect of one form of the total state. 













y‘ 
On the other page, Figure 375 shows “that good gorilla,” Benito Mussolini, in kn 
a peculiarly revolting posture of pomposity. The authors must have searched far to find agi 
so crass a picture. Under it they write: ‘Benito Mussolini is addressing a Fascist meeting fic; 
and striking a favorite pose. What kind of ideas does his attitude suggest that he is expres- say 
sing? What evidence do we find that he enjoys display?” I have myself again and again Wi 
said far unkinder things about Il Duce, soI have no quarrel with any revelation of his of 
flaws. I simply insist that it is not objective scholarship and that it is not truth to point th: 
out the monstrosities of Tweedledee at the same time that you point out the sweetness and th 
right of Tweedledum. ts 
To prove their bias still further, the authors (page 524, Figure 372) present a richly 
idealized portrait of Stalin. The delicious caption reads: ‘‘Although Stalin in recent . 
years has shown himself infrequently, during the seige of Moscow the people of the city 8 


took great comfort from the knowledge that he remained there.” The people may well have 
taken comfort from the knowledge that there a happy shell might liquidate Big Brother; 


but otherwise (except for official sources of ersatz propaganda), what realistic mind sup- 
poses that the Russian people took comfort from the propinquity of their arch-bully? 


T HE TEXT is just as slanted. What real sense of history can youth get from the com- 
parison of the Bolsheviks to the “Girondins” (not the Jacobins) in the French Revo- 
lution (page 525)? Or from the sly slanted statement: “In 1939 Russia shifted again and 
made a temporary peace pact with Germany?” To tell a half truth is to tell a whole lie. 
Why do the authors evade the issue of saying outright that, in cynical contempt of its own 
outcries against Fascism, Communism signed of its own seeking a pact with Hitler, cold- 


bloodedly divided Poland as loot, and never of its own volition broke the “temporary 
peace pact?” 


Or what real sense of Communism can youth learn from the following? — (page 
526): ‘The Bolsheviki have devoted quite as much attention to making Russia indus- 
trial as to making Russia Communistic. They have preached the gospel of the machine 
as well as the gospel of Karl Marx. Their greatest object was to transform the Russian 
from a dirty, shiftless, ignorant, easy-going peasant {italics mine} into a serious, highly 
trained, efficient {ibid} industrial worker. It has been an uphill task and is still only half 
accomplished, and the loss of human life and happiness in the process has been appalling. 
Perhaps even the aim might be questioned; some people might like the hard, intolerant, 
scornful young Communist less than his genial old Rip Van Winkle of a grandfather! But 
the transformation has been a stupendous achievement, like it or not.” 


“Perhaps,” you see — only perhaps! — ‘‘the aim might be questioned.” Some people — 
old fogies, of course! — might prefer corny old Rip Van Winkle to the smart, brash, 
“young” Communist. (Stalin was over 70 at the time.) The slant is obvious to all who 
know semantics. An obvious apology and plea indoctrinates youth (which is naturally 
against “Rip Van Winkles’) into a belief that the brutalities are minor, necessary, bene- 
| ficial, and that the result is (in Hollywood jargon) “stupendous.” That the great Tolstoy 
saw such peasants as the salt and light of the earth, or that good farmers pitchforked 
willy-nilly from their beloved acres onto the bleak collective farms or to the rigid controls 
of a machine are unhappy and resentful, is to be ignored: it has been a “stupendous” 
thing, “like it or not.” Youth is quite clearly expected to like it. And youth is never told 
that the greatest satirist of our time, George Orwell, paints a more realistic picture of the 
“stupendous achievement” in Animal Farm. 


_ What realistic sense of history can come out of such obvious statements slanted into 
a subtle perversion as: “In general, Russia supported those countries which were 
governed by Communist parties against those which were not (page 569)?” In general? 


In speaking of classes in the Soviet, the authors reveal their curious economic axioms. 
They say (page 523): ‘The clergy and the businessmen whose income came from rents, 








profits or interest, or from hiring other people to work for them, were not allowed to 
vote at all.” The clergy in America should be surprised to learn that they live by “rent, 
profits, and interest;” and businessmen should be startled to discover that they live by 
“hiring others to work for them.” Such illusions can only be cured when professors 









































































book, thyself the reading.”’ But take your tears along. 





Professors who have remained free spirits even in the mass-hypnosis of the hour 
sometimes marvel that students come up from secondary schools with such false axioms, 
such biased minds, such fantastic ignorance about the facts of life. Let them marvel no 
more. Let them merely look into the textbooks which poor innocents are forced to read, 
and they will find full explanation of that intellectual Iron Curtain which has fallen in 
blight and folly across what used to be the mind of the western world. 





are taken out of their ivy-covered ivory towers and made to learn the facts of life in the a 
give-and-take of the real world. That businessmen live by “hiring others to work for Die 
them” is a gem of purest ray serene. Such is the ignorance that is the bliss of the B ..¢ 
collectivist “intellectuals.” carl 
con 
Fre 
_ PERHAPS the greatest mischief that this book does concerns China. It says (page B no 
568): “Discontented radical groups (in China), some called liberal and some called B 1° 
Communistic, refused to recognize the authority of the government. Actually the Chinese 
Communists were rarely anything but hungry and angry peasants whose chief interest . 
was in getting more land rather than in political and economic theories. {Italics mine}. } ger 
General George Marshall, as a special envoy from the United States, labored hard to bring Fuse 
the government and the rebels together, but every time he seemed to get them to int 
agree around the table, the news would come that one group or the other had broken the 1 
truce and seized another town. Finally, he gave up the attempt and returned to the United 
States to become the Secretary of State, in charge of our foreign policy.” Since when have F In 
such synthetic fairy tales ranked as solid history? to: 
an 
Again, the authors say (page 568): “China is making the more difficult attempt to f th 
combine with her own traditions not only the achievements of western science and inven- 
tion, but also the spirit of ‘liberty, equality, and fraternity’ which inspired Washington and §  * 
Jefferson.” Is it good history to say that the slogans of the French Revolution “inspired : 
George Washington?” Consider also what actual concrete history has done with the h 
assumption of ““democracy” in Red China, when Korean and Chinese prisoners, by the tens a 
of thousands, refused it, and would not even listen to the witch doctors of Communism. 1 
There is more in this slanted, unreliable book to unearth and reveal, but the best 
word is that of Angelus Silesius: “Friend, woulds’t thou more? Then thyself become the ‘ 
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